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£ Vleed in - Indochina - and the moves three Preside:
made that 1esulled in ultimate disenchant nent :

,mst Marianne Means and this reporter in March, 1587, at
<the, White House. Inasmuch as the Pentagon hmmy or-

~dered. written. that year by  Defense Secxntaly Robert-
- McNamara places much of the Vietnam onus on the J ohn-‘:

»son adminisiration,” the following may be pertinent:

.-..

it It-was gelting more diificult not long hefere the full

‘respensibility fell on me. Right in this room when Kente-;

. dy-ealled on Ike after his electionin 1989 Iheto & him that
“the” big prohlem lie was going to have tLe new Pwm-
dent would e in Southeast Asia, = '

g “Just before Dallas, Ixennedy told me that we wexe
;L'. going to have to fight in South Vietnam, nﬂtjust?dwse »
-He swung his eyes at us and {there was challenge inthem,

#“Now," is it ‘going to be said of me that I let Kennedy "

~clown" Am I going to be remembered as the fellow who

fpulled out, who became as scared as a rabbit in the field?

-4; sent--ambassadors to 30 countries, tried every-

thmg,” he said, frustration as well as anger welling in

) hnn “They just don’t want peace, those fellox 's, don’t
Lwant fo negotlate ~—now ”LBJ lmgered on “Now.” - =

*.,
L
¥
t

b WE KFEP THF PRL,‘%SURE on them all the time,”
he went on, “Not too much, not too little. I read here and
’there that they still think they e wmmng, but every day
iwe -show them that they aren’t winning, and eventually
.even -they will realize it.
:ground, day in and day out. The figures we released
Yaren’t estimates. We count every body we find. Thatisn’t
{hard They leave most of their dedad and wounded. We're

tkilling or wounding them at something like the rate of 17 .

10 one. How long can they last at thatrate?”

: weusly to that interview that the CIA had assured him

fx-oMr, Johns on was p’ntrcmarly tncensed at this time,

. " March of ’67, by an article in Look magazine written by

( A ~ Eric Sevaleld — a memoir on Adlai uteven on’s last days,

" ~inade sadder, the CBS commentator and columnist wrote,
" because Stevenson’s trausmissions of peace offers had
* heen regemed at the White House level.

since tha

‘ord Pentagon report-on how and ‘why the U.S. becrune'

. The foomote is ‘an interview President Johnsoliligﬁve"
ithe late Fravk Conniff, Washington-hased Hearst colum- .

f':." ) tlmn’ stavt tlm,” LBJ said of the war, “1 mh"n ed_

IR PSR S

We're killing them on the -

+(The Pentagon’ report states LBJ. had been told pre- :

;,_that nothmg would cause Hanm to stop ﬁghtmcr or supply-

STATINTL

“Do you think Adiai or anybody clsecould get a peace

offer and I, the President, wouldnt hea1 about 1t"” He
: asked Jndxgnanily

" He Jooked arcund the room, solemnly, and <;a1c “onIy.
35 men have reached this ofﬁce I don’t think any of thern.

: _ever willfully set out to do something wrong.” His eycs
-+ fastened on the soundproofed AP and UPI tele’cypﬂs {faint-

ly chattering on the side of his office. “But go over there

- to thosc tickers and you can find at least six mean stale-

mente about ne on the wnes ” he mv1ted
.‘_-.A _; L ".(o ‘ 71( *

LBJ IIAD RBEEN cu’umzed shortly bnfme thls fm a
Chicago speech which referred to *. . . some Nervous
Nellies and some who will hecome fruslratecl and both-
ered and break ranks under the strain and turn on their
leaders, their own country, and their own fighting men.”

"~ He consxdeled a much mozennpmtant p'zssage of the
speech:

“As Commander in Chief, I am ncﬂher a D'amom at
‘nor a Republican, The men ﬁ{,h’tmff in Vietnam ave sim-

ply Americans, Our policy in Victnam is a national policy,
It springs from every le‘;son we hva, lemmd m ﬂm cen-
tury ... :

“We lmve learned tnat fsulmo to mnet egglessmn
means war, not peace, . if we fail in frustrating this
aggression the war that wo uld surely come fo Asia would
pro'iuce casnalties in the lumweclb of thouaands — pel-

! haps in the millions.” MR -
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The New Yoxk Times articles on a se-
‘cret Pentagon study of the Vietnam war
vconfnms a great deal that has been
;known, suspected or feared for many
years by the American public.
t«7-In an- action that should never have
been initiated and should not bave béen
gwen attention by any court, the federal
Lgovernment has halted at least tempo-
s rarily the publication of the Vietnam ar-
“ticles. The injunction is a temporary ong,
’but it cannot help but add suspicions to
those alrcady aroused in the minds of
f-Ameucano In this case, the public’s
‘hght to know to just what extent it has

.
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\l
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) " been lied to and bamboozlcd is para-

mount

i
i . The Times scries contains mcmy hith- '
]

rer to unpublished facts concerning the
hlstmy of that war -- but few surprises.
{The knowledge that the famous Tonkin
3 Gulf incident of 1964 — which gave Presi-
dent Johnson a “foot in the door” toward
¥ ma]or escalation of the war — was the
yresult'of U.S. provocation, made to pro-
) vnde an excuse for an already planned
mtensxﬁcahon of fighting, is no surprise.

- <But that knowledge, along with much
S 6ther intelligence revealed in the mas-
S sxye ‘study; does serve to provide a con-
{crete and irrefutable basis for criticism
'6f the Vietnam war — from its earliest

. begmmngs during the Truman adminis-

:.
[N

‘ . tration, to its pr esent st'tte under Plecn-‘

‘ dent Nixon.

« . Until now, Opponents of ddmmxs-
; tratlon action in Southeast Asia have had
- little other than logic, morality and right-

“riess on their side, The facts to support

o ‘vgl'n

i their pos1t10n lay in the hands of the ad- -

i ministration, the Pentagon, the military
{-intelligence agencies — the people who

~wished to prosecute the war. But the rev-

*-glations of theé Times series provide, as
} -fig previous news has done, factual argu-
.'men’cs to prove the deceit which so many
v:‘Americans have known so long, by’ seem-
: fng intnition.

“The clear fact is that U.S. ddmlms-
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ported acuons tne motwe.«, for tho ¢ ac-
tions, the extent of American in- :
volvement and its historic timetable. Lie
has been based upon lic to dévelop the |
deception under five U.S, presidents. |

Perhaps the principal surprise in the !
Times series is the clarification of the.
roles of the Pentagon and the CIA in the -
shaping of U.S. policy in Soutliciist Asia, :
It was the Pentagon which wrote the re-
port which the Times has publicly re- |
vealed. The objcctivity of the report —
the bad light which it casts upon all con- |
cerned — demonstrates that the Penta- |
gon was not deluded by the mis-

It is likewise 1evea11na that the CIA' !
and many top military advisers’ rejected
the widely publicized “domino theory”
and opposed President Johnson’s orders
to bomb North Vietnam. The report in- |
dicates that the CIA, as early as late ¢
1963, told the President that Viet Cong
rebellion in South Vietnam was ‘‘in-
digenous” to that area, and to the ideals .
of the people there - that it was not the '
political inspiration of Hanoi or Peking. ‘
That the war was pursued in the north, ‘
-and under the guise of protecting the re-
mainder of Southeast Asia from Commun~
ist aggression, is ample evidence of presi- ’
dential loss of faith with the public, and |
with appointed presidential advisers. '

- If Secretary I 2ixd’s Pentagon is to be |
believed, if the 'CIA is to be beheved if

many military and political experts who *
have too long remained silent are to be

_believed, then little that happens in the !

Republic of South Vietnam - conslitutes

- any threat to U.S. — even’ Southeast

Asian — security. - : ,j

But a threat does ‘exist where a ser 1es
of p1e51dcnts and administrations can in- |
volve 2 nation in a war which v1olate5x
mor ahty, legality, common sense and po—
litical wisdom. A threat exists where a'
government may pelpetuate a ZO-yem lle
to its people.
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'H&‘cmpl’f*mf
Says He, 1.53J
Didn’t Lie

~ ' By David 8. Broder

C \Was_hlnglon Post Staff Writer

i Former Vice President Hu-
bert H, Jumphrey lagt night
defended himself and former
‘President Lyndon B, John-
'son against charges lhey had’
misrepresented Amcerican po-
Yiey in Vietnam during and

-after the 1964 campaign.

Admitting that he was ig-
‘norant at the time of the se-
cret documents that have
been published from the Pen-
{agen’s history of American
invelvement, the Minnesola
senator vigorously denied
“that the administration had
decided on the “prcmcditztted
escalation” policics which he
‘apcused 1064 Republican no-
minee Barry Goldwater of

favoring. . :
@] am not a lim” the 1964
vice presidential nominece

said in an interview. “T would
not go out and accuse Mr.
Goldwaler if I knew we had
a policy” of escalation af the
time. i
Humphrey said that “I
pelieved it” when Johnson
promised in that campaign
not to send American troops
to fight an Asian war, “and
I have reason to believe ‘hat
he believed it too. I don't’
believe President Johnson
had plans at the time lo’
activate American ground
forces.” - . ST
 Humphrey sald that until
he read the Pentagon papers.
published in The New York:
Times this week, he did not-
know of the covert Amer-
{can-backed attacks on North
Vietnam in 1964 or of the re-
ported administration “con-
sensug” in September of that
year to begin fullscale
bombing of the North. after
the election, D

‘guish over the

But he sald the picture’of
an ' administration  deter-
mined- to frasirate negotia-
tions until the Communists
had been deall a heavy mili-
tzry blow Mz not the way 1
remersber it when he - be-

. ecame vice president in Jamu-
- ary, 1985. o }

c¢fheserpapers portray
president Johmson as want-
ing to wage an alt-out mili-
tary offensive)  Humphrdy
said, “and that's just not
true. I am a sensltive ohserv-
er of the man, I saw him an-
war. I saw’
him try io limlt the bomb
ing, turn-down the  Joint
Chiels’ manpowvier reguesls
and turn down bombing Hai-
phong harbor . . . He want-,
ed to end the war and get-a
negotiated peace.” s

Humphrey said that even,
Afler he hecame vice presi-
dent he did not noimally.
¢ac the confideniial popers
that moved between John-
son and his top advisers on
the White House staif, the
Pentagon and the State De-
sarirment, i
“But he cautloned against

concluding that pians pre
sented 1o the President —
many of which have now
been made public In ithe
Pentagon history -— repre-
sented the president's poli-
ey # )

. “There are a jot 0f memos’

fhat.flaat around,” he said,
“ihe government is. filled
with people who shufile pa-
pers and a lot who write
papers .. . 1t doesn’t mean
the man at the top always
agrees with those views."

Humphrey said . that ha
had doubts about the. pro-
‘priety of publishing the doc-
uments, saying they “will do
a great deal to damage con-
fidence in government” and
will “only aid and abet the
doubt and cynicism and sus-
picion about government.”

But he said that rather
than let thern stand with-
out interpretation, a con-
gressional invesiigation of
the orgins of Armcriczn in-
volvement in  Indochina
should be undertaken. Ile
suggested that, a congres-
sional joint coramittes ‘on
national securily be created
to conduct it.

The -~ 1868 - Dernocratic

to e o peanre] POSI
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-Pundy,

president

- STATINTL

-
presidéntial nominee  indi-
cated he had been particu-
larly disturbed by an escalas
tion “scenario” created in

I~ don't think I'm any
worse now than-I was then,
and maybe a little hetter.”

Humphrey said that in de-

Moy of 1964 by Assistant /iending-the administration,

Sooretary of State  Willianng
which included 2
drafs of what later became

" {he Guif of Tonkin Resolu-

tion, through which Con-
gress authorized Johnson to
{ake any steps necessary {o
defend South Vietnam. .

vecalling  that he had
boen brisfed at the White
Housé about that resolution
without ever hearing of the
Bundy scenavio- or the co-

vert American operations
against  North Vielnam,

Humphrey said such know-
lédge “would have made &
great deal of difference to
me.” But again he cautioned
against the asswmplion that
the President was acting in
the terms outlined in the
Bundy memorandum.
Humphrey sald he was
porfectly willing o tzke
my shave of the responsibi-
ity for the Johnson ad-
ministration’s policy de-
cisions in Viétnanm. “I had
my share of the responsibil-
said, “but you can't play
both sides of the sireet. You
can't be part of an admin-.
istration and not take your
raps.t , - N
Humphrey said his own
suggzestions  were usually
given orally to the Presi-
dent and when, from time
to time, he-sent Johnson
memos on Vietnam policy,
“] don't think it was very
helpful, I don’t think the
president. thought his vice
needed to do
that.” T
He declined to say what
he Had recommended, be-
cause “I'm mnot going to
second-guess the President.
T'm not going to try to
make myself look good at
his expense.” S
Asked what - cffect he

thought the disclosures

would have on his own
chances for renomination
by the Democrats in 1972,
Humphrey replied: “I don't
suppose they can do rauch
more to me than was done
before.. I lived through the
1938  compaign, and the
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“«I'ya not trying Lo Jjustify a
thing. The lack of candor is
regrettable.” o )
Put he cautioned ‘xgainst
those who have concluded
from the published Penta-
gon documments that. John-
son and his assoclates de-
liberately tried to conceal or
disguise their real intentions
in Vietnam., . . ‘
“7 don't think you can make

that judgment yet,” he said.

“] don’t think, the
story is out.” .

Humphrey said he would
not use the word “brain
washed"” to describe  the’
process, because “you got an
awful lot of information
about our decisions: when
those decision were made.”
And he added: “I don’t think
yowve been lied to”

Were the American people
told enough of the truth? he
wes asked. “Bow do I know,”
the sepator replied. “I'm not
Jesus. I'm nof Solomon. I'm
just Humphrey.”
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- Vietnam: The Public’s Need to SO0 .« ¢

i There ave &
ihe McNamara Papers, now in a state of cowt
ordered suspension-—things coremonial and things
substantive. We would begin with a tribute to Mr.
McNamara for his
collection and preservation of these records docu-
menting our Vietnam involvement, for the con-
wvenicnce of historians and scholars and future de-
cision-makers. It wWas not exactly a selfish gesture:
‘to the extent that'the war will be judged as a calam-
jtous mistake, and Mr. McNamara as a major con-

‘gributor, he must have recognized the yisk hie ran’

number of things to be said about’

initiative .to arrange for the

of helping to indict himself. And he douhtless was

not overjoyed to sce it all surface so SOOI in The
New York Times’ prilliant and painstaking display
—and, neither, in a certain unelevated sense,
were we. o :

But never mind; those of us who believe that the
reader, which is to say the public, always gains
from the maximum ‘possible comprehension of what
the government is doing and how it all works
(particularly when it works badly) can only applaud
the Times’ enterprise; it is hard for us to think of
an argument for withholding such material once it
was in hand. So we arc also grateful to the Nixon
administration for at leasl being good enough to
allow this series to run for three days before de-
ciding that the installraents as yet unpublished
somehow endangered national security in a way
which the three installments already published ap-
parently did not. Why

Tuesday, instead of, let us say, late Saturday night

~ {herein lies perhaps the rnost jmportant lesson from
the McNamara papers now available, for they tell .

the government moved on

when {he fivst edilion became available, is, well,

puzzling. S :

But there is plenty to chew on 28 it is and there
are more than enough lessons to study and absorb.
Taking nothing away from the Times, the story
that unfolds is not new in its essence - the cal-
culated ‘misleading of the public, the purposeful
manipulation of public opinion, the stunning dis-

.erepancies ~between public pronouncements and

'private plans — we had bits and picces of all that
before. But not in such incredibly damning form,
not with such jrrcfutable documentation. That is
what brings you up breathless: the plain command
to the Secretaries of Defense and Stale and the
| head of CIA from McGeorge Bundy, in {he Presi-
dent’s name, to carry out decisions to expand and
‘deepen our involvement in the war as rapidly, as
possible, while making every effort to project a very
gradual evolution, with no change in policy; the
careful concealment of clandestine intervention in
Laos and North as well as South Vietnam in early
1964; the clear “consensus”
body of presidential advisers in September 1064 in
favor of hombing the North even while President
Johnson was publicly promising in campaign
+; gpecches not to “go North” not to send American

!

of at least the main

-people; the contempt

That is et §s so chilling: the contempt for
public opinion; the ready recourse to the press as
an instrument for misleading the public; the easy
arrogance with which these men arrogated to them-
sclves decisions which no government ought to take !
without the knowledge, let alone consent, of the

inconvenience to he
with blithe duplicity. Thig is Political Biz, you .
could say, but it doesn'y make it any less sarry a '
perfurmance. - : L

]
A

policy of calculated deception flows quite Togically

_ from the larger strategy of a limited war, fought |

for limited objectives, with limited means. And

us more cxplicitly than anything that has so far
been said publicly how this strategy was
supposed to work — and why, when it didn't work .
out rather quickly, it was doomed to faik -
1t all began, the documents tell us, with a recog-
nition in early 1964 that the South Vietnamese
were tno weak 1o pargain for a settlement. So the
name of.{he game was to even up the odds, to re-
dress the balance of force, to widen the war in the
name of peace because only by widening the war
could you create the conditions that would lead’

both sides lo accept’a gettlernent, This was the

New War; you weren’t going to win in {hie old con-
ventional way: by @ “graduated respanse,” you'
were going to project the specter of an almost’
limitless application of American power o0 the
ground and in the air, in hopes that the enemy,-
looking far ahead, would accept the hopelessness
of il 1], and negotiate long before you had reached
the limit of the military measurcs you were pre-
pared to take. That's. where the deceit came in, for
you couldn’t really tell the American public, at
least al the outset, everything you contemplated
doing without stirring debate, and inflaming war
fever and provoking digsent — without projecting
to the enemy, in short, precisely the jmpression of
doubtful resolve thal you did not want to project.
S0 instead we assembled huge stacks,of chips and
played them a fow at a time in hopes that the
North Vietnamese, instead of raising back, would
“simply call, by suing for peace. T :

Only it didn’t work out that way because Hanol
kept raising back and in carly 1968 the Johnson
administration ran gut of playable chips; there was
{he Tet offcnsive and the military demand for more
troops and {he prospect of cconomic controls and
a run on the dollar and the. antiwar movement and
Lyndon Johnuison had to check. The narcosis of pad-.
ded progress reports could not dull the hard reali-
tics. The resilience and resourcefulness of the

 of

And yet the deceit is ouly a part of it becauss 2’

for Congress as yet another . .
dealt with, when necessary, .. e

boys ove ) gt i nemy had been terribly misres 1; the effectivene:
Ao Pornetsesd a0 N HSRA.101Rovoso0s0rzt.
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